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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is responsive to communications: Appeal Brief filled 28 Feb. 2007. 

2. Claims 1-16 are pending in this case. Claims 1, 6 and 12 are independent claims. 



3. In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 28 Feb. 2007, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new grounds of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41.31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41.20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 



Reopening of Prosecution After Appeal Brief or Reply Brief 




DoogHutton 
Primary Examiner 
Technology Center 2 100 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Martin et 
al. (Patent No.: US 7,174,512 B2; Filed Nov. 28, 2001) (hereinafter ("Martin'). 

In regards to independent claim 1, Martin discloses a method for indicating 
input focus in a portal environment, the method comprising the steps of: 

assigning an unfocused style to all unfocused portlets in a portal except for a 
focused portlet having input focus (col. 3, lines 1 9-62; Martin disclose when a cell/portlet 
within the portal is deselected, the focus is gained by another cell/portlet. Thus, 
assigning an unfocus style to the portlet.). 

further assigning a focused style to said focused portlet having input focus; 
rendering said focused and unfocused portlets in said portal (col 3, lines 19-62; Martin 
disclose when a cell/portlet is selected, it gains focus. Martin disclose when a 
cell/portlet within the portal is deselected, the focus is gained by another cell/portlet. 
Thus, assigning an focus style to the portlet.). 
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responsive to a new portlet in said portal acquiring said input focus from said 
focused portlet, re-assigning said focused style to said new portlet while re-assigning 
said unfocused style to said focused portlet which no longer has input focus, and re- 
rendering said new portlet and said focused portlet which no longer has input focus in 
said portal according to said styles (col. 3, lines 19-62; Martin disclose when a 
cell/portlet is selected, it gains focus. Martin also disclose when a cell/portlet within the 
portal is deselected, the focus is gained by another cell/portlet, thus, assigning an 
unfocus style to the cell/portlet. Therefore in response to a new portlet in said portal 
acquiring said input focus from said focused portlet, inherently the process of re- 
assigning said focused style to said new portlet re-assigning said unfocused style to 
said focused portlet which no longer has input focus, and re-rendering said new portlet 
and said focused portlet which no longer has input focus in said portal according to said 
styles would occur.). 

6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Fukuda 
etal. (Pub. No.: US 2004/0107449 A1; Pub. Date: Oct. 7, 2003) (hereinafter 
"Fukuda"). 

In regards to independent claim 12, Martin discloses a machine readable 
storage having stored thereon a computer program for indicating input focus in a portal 
environment, the computer program comprising a routine set of instructions for causing 
the machine to perform the steps of (01 02); 
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assigning an unfocused style sheet to all unfocused portlets in a portal except for 
a focused portlet having input focus (0064; Fukuda teaches a focus style is configured 
such that a style sheet is used to specify the style of the focus. Using the broadest 
reasonable interpretation, the Examiner concludes that the style sheet is used to 
configure both focused and unfocused styles. At the time of the invention it would have 
been obvious to the skilled artisan that the unfocused style is typically considered as 
the default style and therefore may or may not be defined within the content style sheet 
specification.). 

further assigning a focused style sheet to said focused portlet having input focus 
(0064; Fukuda teaches a focus style is configured such that a style sheet is used to 
specify the style of the focus, thus assigning a focused style sheet to said focused 
portlet having input focus.). 

rendering said focused and unfocused portlets in said portal; and, 
responsive to a new portlet in said portal acquiring said input focus from said focused 
portlet re-assigning said focused style sheet to said new portlet while re-assigning said 
unfocused style sheet to said focused portlet which no longer has input focus, and re- 
rendering said new portlet and said focused portlet which no longer has input focus in 
said portal according to said style sheets (0064; Fukuda teaches a focus style is 
configured such that a style sheet is used to specify the style of the focus. In response 
to a new portlet in said portal acquiring said input focus from said focused portlet, 
inherently the process of re-assigning said focused style to said new portlet re-assigning 
said unfocused style to said focused portlet which no longer has input focus, and re- 



Application/Control Number: 10/686,487 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2176 

rendering said new portlet and said focused portlet which no longer has input focus in 
said portal according to said styles would occur.). 

Note 

7. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the reference should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See MPEP2123. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin in view of Gajewska etal. (Pub. No.: US 2002/0175951 A1; Pub. Date: Nov. 
28, 2002) (hereinafter "Gajewska"). 

In regards to dependent claim 2, Martin does not expressly disclose the 
method of claim 1, further comprising the steps of: 

defining a unique identifier in each portlet in said portal; 

specifying a global focus identifier with a unique identifier of said focused portlet; 
responsive to said new portlet in said portal acquiring said input focus, re- 
specifying said global focus identifier with a unique identifier of said new portlet 

However, Gajewska teaches defining a unique identifier in each portlet in said 
portal (0042; Gajewska discloses a Focus List which identifies componentsfpoAf/ete,) 
that have issued a focus request. Each list element has a "requester" member. The 
"requester" member contains data that identifies (unique identifier) a component 
(portlet) that at some point issues a focus request). 
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specifying a global focus identifier with a unique identifier of said focused portlet 
(0042; Gajewska discloses a Focus List which identifies componentsfporf/etej that 
have issued a focus request. Each list element has a "requester" member. The 
"requester" member contains data that identifies (unique identifier) a component 
(portlet) that at some point issues a focus request); and, 

responsive to said new portlet in said portal acquiring said input focus, re- 
specifying said global focus identifier with a unique identifier of said new portlet (0043- 
0044; Gajewska discloses how a new "requester" member is added to the Focus List. 
The "requester" member contains data that identifies (unique identifier) a component 
(portlet) that at some point issues a focus request). 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Martin with Gajewska for the benefit of maintaining a 
list of components requesting focus in a selected application (0025), for a further benefit 
i specifying global focus identifiers. 

Note 

10. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the reference should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See MPEP 2123. 
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11. Claims 6, 7, 10, 11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fukuda in view of Gajewska. 

In regards to independent claim 6, Fukuda discloses a system for indicating 
input focus in a portal environment, the system comprising: 

a focused style sheet and an unfocused style sheet (0064; Fukuda teaches a 
focus style is configured such that a style sheet is used to specify the style of the focus. 
At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art that Fukuda teaching of a focus style sheet as applied to a focused portlet could 
also be applied as an unfocused style sheet to an unfocused portlet.); 

a portal defining a plurality of portlets, said portlets comprising a single focused 
portlet configured for rendering according to said focused style sheet, and a 
remaining set of unfocused portlets configured for rendering according to said 
unfocused style sheet (0064; Fukuda teaches a focus style is configured such that a 
style sheet is used to specify the style of the focus. It has been established that a portal 
is typically define with a plurality of portlets. At the time of the invention it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to apply Fukuda teachings to 
portlets); 

Fukuda does not disclose expressly a global indicator disposed within said portal 
specifying said single focused portlet; 

a global script disposed within said portal programmed to change said global 
indicator to specify a newly focused portlet when said newly focused portlet acquires 
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input focus from said single focused portlet, to re-render said newly focused portlet in 
said portal according to said focused style sheet and to re-render said single focused 
portlet in said portal according to said unfocused style sheet. 

However Gajewska teaches a global indicator disposed within said portal 
specifying said single focused portlet (0042; Gajewska discloses a Focus List which 
identifies components(portlets) that have issued a focus request); 

a global script disposed within said portal programmed to change said global 
indicator to specify a newly focused portlet when said newly focused portlet acquires 
input focus from said single focused portlet, to re-render said newly focused portlet in 
said portal according to said focused style sheet and to re-render said single focused 
portlet in said portal according to said unfocused style sheet (0021 ; Gajewska discloses 
a component become the focus owner when it receives a FocusGained (input focus) 
event and ceases being the focus owner when it receives a FocusLost (unfocused) 
event. Gajewska further discloses in a FocusGain event, the opposite field specifies the 
component that is losing focus and specified the component that is gaining focus in 
conjunction with the FoocusLost event; 0041, 0042, 100 in fig 6; Gajewska also 
discloses a Focus List (global indicator), which is a list of all the components making a 
request for a FocusedGained event. The Focus List is structured as a queue (global 
script) of elements that are used when selecting the "opposite component."). 



r 
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Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Fukuda with Gajewska, for the benefit of maintaining 
a list of components requesting focus in a selected application which identifies 
componentsfpo/t/efsj that have issued a focus request (0025). 

In regards to dependent claim 7, Fukuda discloses the system of claim 6, 
wherein said focused style sheet and unfocused style sheet are defined according to a 
content style sheet specification (0064; Fukuda teaches a focus style is configured 
such that a style sheet is used to specify the style of the focus. Using the broadest 
reasonable interpretation, the Examiner concludes that the style sheet is used to 
configure both focused and unfocused styles. At the time of the invention it would have 
been obvious to the skilled artisan that the unfocused style is typically considered as 
the default style and thus may or may not be defined within the content style sheet 
specification.). 

In regards to dependent claim 10, Fukuda does not disclose expressly the 
system of claim 9, wherein at least one said attributes specifies a unique identifier for 
said single one of said portlets. 

However, Gajewska teaches the system of claim 9, wherein at least one said 
attributes specifies a unique identifier for said single one of said portlets (0042; 
Gajewska discloses a Focus List which identifies componentsfporf/etej that have 
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issued a focus request. Each list element has a "requester" member. The "requester" 
member contains data that identifies (unique identifier) a component (portlet) that at 
some point issues a focus request). 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Fukuda with Gajewska, for the benefit of maintaining 
a list of components requesting focus in a selected application which identifies 
componentsfporf/efsj that have issued a focus request (0025). 

In regards to dependent claim 11, Fukuda does not disclose expressly the 
system of claim 9, wherein at least one of said attributes associates said global script 
with an event which occurs when said single one of said portlets acquires user input 
focus. 

However, Gajewska teaches the system of claim 9, wherein at least one of said 
attributes associates said global script with an event which occurs when said single 
one of said portlets acquires user input focus (0041, 0042, 100 in fig 6; Gajewska 
discloses a Focus List (global indicator), which is a list of all the components making a 
request for a FocusedGained event. The Focus List is structured as a queue (global 
script) of elements that are used when selecting the "opposite component."). 
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Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Fukuda with Gajewska, for the benefit of maintaining 
a list of components requesting focus in a selected application which identifies 
componentsfpo/t/efsj that have issued a focus request (0025). 

In regards to dependent claim 13, Fukuda does not disclose expressly the 
machine readable storage of claim 12, further comprising the steps of: 
defining a unique identifier in each portlet in said portal; 

specifying a global focus identifier with a unique identifier of said focused portlet; 

responsive to said new portlet in said portal acquiring said input focus, 
re-specifying said global focus identifier with a unique identifier of said new 
portlet 

However, Gajewska teaches the machine readable storage of claim 12, further 
comprising the steps of (0025, lines 1-5); 

defining a unique identifier in each portlet in said portal (0042; Gajewska 
discloses a Focus List which identifies componentsfporf/etej that have issued a focus 
request. Each list element has a "requester" member. The "requester" member 
contains data that identifies (unique identifier) a component (portlet) that at some point 
issues a focus request); 

specifying a global focus identifier with a unique identifier of said focused portlet 
(0042; Gajewska discloses a Focus List which identifies componentsfpo/t/etej that 
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have issued a focus request. Each list element has a "requester" member. The 
"requester" member contains data that identifies (unique identifier) a component 
(portlet) that at some point issues a focus request); 

responsive to said new portlet in said portal acquiring said input focus, 
re-specifying said global focus identifier with a unique identifier of said new 
portlet (0043-0044; Gajewska discloses how a new "requester" member is added to the 
Focus List. The "requester" member contains data that identifies (unique identifier) a 
component (portlet) that at some point issues a focus request). 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Fukuda with Gajewska, for the benefit of maintaining 
a list of components requesting focus in a selected application which identifies 
componentsfporf/etej that have issued a focus request (0025). 

Note 

12. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the reference should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See MPEP 2123. 
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13. Claims 3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Martin in view of Gajewska, further in view of Ito et al. (Pub. No.: US 
2003/0084405 A1; Filling Date: Oct. 7, 2002) (hereinafter "Ito"). 

In regards to dependent claim 3, Martin in view of Gajewska does not disclose 
expressly the method of claim 2, further comprising the step of performing said re- 
assigning and re-rendering steps through a script embedded in said portal. 

However, Ito teaches the method of claim 2, further comprising the step of 
performing said re-assigning and re-rendering steps through a script embedded in said 
portal (001 9, 0023-24, Ito teaches a style sheet selection method in which comprises a 
style sheet for embedding in the XML document. At the time of the invention, it was 
well know in the art that style sheets typically contain attributes/information that are 
specific to specific elements/objects, as well as scripts to perform specific functions on 
those elements/objects.). 

Therefore at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Martin in view of Gajewska with Ito. The motivation 
for doing so would have been for the benefit dynamically selecting a style sheet for an 
XML document (portal) (0002)). 

In regards to dependent claim 5, Martin does not disclose expressly the 
method of claim 3, further comprising the step of associating said script with each 
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event attribute in a divisible section which indicates when a corresponding one of said 
focused and unfocused portlets has acquired said input focus. 

However, Gajewska teaches the method of claim 3, further comprising the step 
of associating said script with each event attribute in a divisible section which indicates 
when a corresponding one of said focused and unfocused portlets has acquired said 
input focus (0041 , 0042, 100 in fig 6; Gajewska et al. also discloses a Focus List 
(global indicator), which is a list of all the components making a request for a 
FocusedGained event. The Focus List is structured as a queue (global script) of 
elements that are used when selecting the "opposite component"). 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Martin with Gajewska for the benefit of maintaining a 
list of components requesting focus in a selected application (0025), for a further benefit 
specifying global focus identifiers. 

14. Claims 9, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fukuda in view of Gajewska, further in view of Ito et al. (Pub. 
No.: US 2003/0084405 A1; Filling Date: Oct. 7, 2002) (hereinafter "Ito"). 
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In regards to dependent claim 9, Fukuda in view of Gajewska does not 
disclose expressly the system of claim 8, wherein each of said divisible sections 
comprises a set of attributes, at least one of said attributes specifying a class 
corresponding to one of said focused style sheet and unfocused style sheet Fukuda 
teaches a focus style is configured such that a style sheet is used to specify the style of 
the focus (0064). 

Ito teaches the system of claim 8, wherein each of said divisible sections 
comprises a set of attributes, at least one of said attributes specifying a class 
corresponding to one of said focused style sheet and unfocused style sheet (0021 - 
0024, Ito teaches how a style sheet satisfies the document type, root element name and 
root element attribute name). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine Fukuda in view of Gajewska with Ito for the benefit of using style sheet for 
configuring divisible sections comprises a set of attributes, at least one of said 
attributes specifying a class corresponding to one of said focused style sheet and 
unfocused style sheet. 

In regards to dependent claim 14, Fukuda in view of Gajewska does not 
disclose expressly the machine readable storage of claim 13, further comprising the 
step of performing said re-assigning and re-rendering steps through a script embedded 
in said portal. 
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However, Ito teaches the machine readable storage of claim 13, further 
comprising the step of performing said re-assigning and re-rendering steps through a 
script embedded in said portal (0019, 0021-24, Ito teaches a style sheet selection 
method in which comprises a style sheet for embedding in the XML document. Ito also 
teaches storage means for the style sheets and XML documents (Fig 1). At the time of 
the invention, it was well know in the art that style sheets typically contain 
attributes/information that are specific to specific elements/objects, as well as scripts to 
perform specific functions on those elements/objects. ). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
include scripts with steps of re-assigning and re-rendering within the style sheets. At the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Fukuda in view of Gajewska with Ito. The motivation for doing so would 
have been for the benefit dynamically selecting a style sheet for an XML document 
(portal) (0002)). 

In regards to dependent claim 16, Fukuda does not disclose expressly the 
machine readable storage of claim 14, further comprising the step of associating said 
script with each event attribute in a divisible section which indicates when a 
corresponding one of said focused and unfocused portlets has acquired said input 
focus. 
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However, Gajewska teaches the machine readable storage of claim 14, further 
comprising the step of associating said script with each event attribute in a divisible 
section which indicates when a corresponding one of said focused and unfocused 
portlets has acquired said input focus (0041 , 0042, 100 in fig 6; Gajewska also 
discloses a Focus List (global indicator), which is a list of all the components making a 
request for a FocusedGained event. The Focus List is structured as a queue (global 
script) of elements that are used when selecting the "opposite component."). 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Fukuda with Gajewska, for the benefit of maintaining 
a list of components requesting focus in a selected application which identifies 
componentsfpo/t/efsj that have issued a focus request (0025). 

Note 

1 5. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the reference should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP2123. 

16. Claim 4, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin and Gajewska in view of Ito, further in view of Griffin (Pub. No.: US 
2003/0126558 A1; Filling Date: Oct. 24, 2002). 
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In regards to dependent claim 4, Fukuda in view of Gajewska does not 
disclose expressly the method of claim 3, further comprising the steps of: 
defining said portal in a markup language document; 

defining a divisible section of said markup language document for each of said 
focused and unfocused portlets; and, 

performing said assigning and further assigning steps by specifying a class 
attribute for each of said focused and unfocused portlets, said class attribute 
corresponding to a style sheet selected from the group consisting of a focused 
style sheet and an unfocused style sheet 

Ito teaches performing said assigning and further assigning steps by specifying a 
class attribute for each of said focused and unfocused portlets, said class attribute 
corresponding to a style sheet selected from the group consisting of a focused 
style sheet and an unfocused style sheet (0021-0024, Ito teaches how a style sheet 
satisfies the document type, root element name and root element attribute name). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
include scripts with steps of re-assigning and re-rendering within the style sheets. The 
motivation for doing so would have been for the benefit dynamically selecting a style 
sheet for an XML document (portal) as taught by Ito; 0002. 
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Martin, Gajewska, and Ito fails to teach defining said portal in a markup language 
document; 

defining a divisible section of said markup language document for each of said 
focused and unfocused portlets; 

However, Griffin teaches method of claim 3, further comprising the steps of: 
defining said portal in a markup language document (0014, lines 1-6); 
defining a divisible section of said markup language document for each of said 

focused and unfocused portlets (0015; Griffin teaches a portal page can include 

portlets); 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Griffin teachings of representing portals using XML 
data with Martin, Gajewska, and Ito with Griffin for the benefit of defining a divisible 
section of said markup language document for each of said focused and unfocused 
portlets. 

Note 

17. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the reference should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See MPEP 2123. 
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18. Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fukuda and Gajewska in view of Ito, further in view of Griffin (Pub. No.: US 
2003/0126558 A1; Filling Date: Oct 24, 2002). 

In regards to dependent claim 8, Fukuda in view of Gajewska and Ito does not 
disclose expressly the system of claim 6, wherein said portal comprises markup 
comprising a plurality of divisible sections, each of said divisible sections defining a 
single one of said portlets. 

However, Griffin teaches the system of claim 6, wherein said portal comprises 
markup comprising a plurality of divisible sections, each of said divisible sections 
defining a single one of said portlets (0015; Fig 1.; Griffin teaches a portal page can 
include portlets.). 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Griffin teachings of defining a portal in a markup language 
document (0014, lines 1-6), along with the established teaching of a markup language 
document being composed of divisible section, for the benefit of said portal comprises 
markup comprising a plurality of divisible sections, each of said divisible sections 
defining a single one of said portlets. 

In regards to dependent claim 15, Fukuda in view of Gajewska does not 
disclose expressly the machine readable storage of claim 14, further comprising the 
steps of: 



Application/Control Number: 10/686,487 Page 23 

Art Unit: 2176 

defining said portal in a markup language document; 

defining a divisible section of said markup language document for each of said 
focused and unfocused portlets; and, 

performing said assigning and further assigning steps by 
specifying a class attribute for each of said focused and unfocused portlets, 
said class attribute corresponding to a style sheet selected from the group 
consisting of said focused style sheet and said unfocused style sheet 

Ito teaches performing said assigning and further assigning steps by specifying a 
class attribute for each of said focused and unfocused portlets, said class attribute 
corresponding to a style sheet selected from the group consisting of a focused 
style sheet and an unfocused style sheet (0021-0024, Ito teaches how a style sheet 
satisfies the document type, root element name and root element attribute name). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
include scripts with steps of re-assigning and re-rendering within the style sheets. The 
motivation for doing so would have been for the benefit dynamically selecting a style 
sheet for an XML document (portal) as taught by Ito; 0002. 

Fukuda, Gajewska, and Ito fails to teach defining said portal in a markup 
language document; 

defining a divisible section of said markup language document for each of said focused 
and unfocused portlets; and, 
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However, Griffin teaches method of claim 3, further comprising the steps of: 
defining said portal in a markup language document (0014, lines 1-6); 
defining a divisible section of said markup language document for each of said focused 
and unfocused portiets (0015; Griffin teaches a portal page can include portlets); 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Ito teachings of configuring portlet attributes within a 
style sheet with Griffin teachings of representing portals using XML data with Fukuda, 
Gajewska, and Ito, for the benefit of defining a divisible section of said markup language 
document for each of said focused and unfocused portlets. 

Note 

19. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the reference should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP2123. 

Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments, see Argument of Appeal Brief filed 28 Feb. 2007, have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Martin, Fukuda, Gajewska, Griffin and Ito. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James J. Debrow whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5768. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

JAMES DEBROW 
EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 2176 




